Quantifying participation while examining situational and personality variables in a jury deliberation by Casteel, Richard C. & NC DOCKS at The University of North Carolina Wilmington
 
 
QUANTIFYING PARTICIPATION WHILE EXAMINING SITUATIONAL 









A Thesis Submitted to the 
University of North Carolina Wilmington in Partial Fulfillment 
Of The Requirements for the Degree of 
Master of Arts 
 
 
Department of Psychology 
 











_______Dr. Bryan Myers________ ________Dr. James Johnson_____ 
 
 







Dean, Graduate School 
    
 ii







LIST OF TABLES ........................................................................................................vii 
 




Majority and Minority Influence on Group Decision Making...........................................3 
 
Faction and Informational Influence ................................................................................4 
Willingness to Influence ..................................................................................................8 





Methodological Separation of Extraversion and Conscientiousness................................13 
Bias ...............................................................................................................................14 
Assessing Juror Bias......................................................................................................15 
PJAQ.............................................................................................................................16 
Certainty of Decision.....................................................................................................17 
Research Hypothesis......................................................................................................18 
STUDY 1 ......................................................................................................................19 
METHODS ...................................................................................................................19 
Participants....................................................................................................................19 






















Verdict confidence manipulation ...................................................................................28 
Participation measure ....................................................................................................28 
Procedure ......................................................................................................................29 
Computer-mediated deliberations ..................................................................................30 
RESULTS .....................................................................................................................31 
Demographics ...............................................................................................................31 
Verdict confidence manipulation ...................................................................................31 
Moderate certainty condition .........................................................................................32 
Polarization ...................................................................................................................33 
Participation rates ..........................................................................................................33 
Examining part. as a function of bias, condition, and conscientiousness.........................34 
Exploring extraversion...................................................................................................38 
Exit survey ....................................................................................................................38 
    
 iv
Exit Survey, Participation Rates, and Personality...........................................................42 
DISCUSSION ...............................................................................................................51 
Examining part. as a function of certainty, conscientiousness, and bias..........................51 
Participation rates ..........................................................................................................54 
Bias and the interpretation of evidence ..........................................................................59 
Valid mock juror scenario..............................................................................................59 
Exit survey ....................................................................................................................63 
















 The current research quantified individual participation in a jury deliberation in an 
attempt to predict rates of involvement as a function of situational and personality 
characteristics.  Measured level of juror bias and conscientiousness resulted in accurate 
predictions for rates of participation.  Furthermore, the study supports previous juror 
research.  The methodology for quantifying and controlling factors in a deliberation are 
highlighted.  Implications for a willingness to influence are discussed as well.  
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